§5 Fig, Forest plots for the common symptoms under the hepatic syndrome

4. Proportion of RVF patients with liver failure
Random-effects meta-analysis
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d. Proportion of RVF patients with splenomegaly
Random-effects meta-analysis
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& Proportion of RVF patients with elevated lactate dehydrogenase (LDH)
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b, Proportion of RVF patients with right hypochondriac tendemess

Random-efiects meta-analysis
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€ Proportion of RVF patients with elevated aspartate aminotransferase(AST)
Random-effects meta-analysis
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f Proportion of RVF patients with elevated alanine aminotransferase(ALT)
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11~ mumber of patients with thesign or symptom; N — totalnumber of patientsn the tudy assessed for sign or symptom; % - petcentagg; ES (95% CI) - estimated 95% confidence interval % weight - percentage weight
of the study cleuated fom random effcts meta-analysis; I chi-square vaue; p - p-value; Ipatients ~subjects source i thestudy was hospita ased patients requiing admission; Qutpatents - subjcts source n the
study was hospital based patients requiring no adrmission; Inpatients and outpatients - subjects source n thestudy was both hospital based patients requiring admission and no admission and data collction in the included
studies was combined; Community patients - subjects source in the study was non-hospital based patients found n the community or athome.



